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MINUTES OF THE
MARICOPA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

TRANSPORTATION REVIEW COMMITTEE
 

January 31, 2008
Maricopa Association of Governments Office

302 North First Avenue, Suite 200, Saguaro Room
Phoenix, Arizona

MEMBERS ATTENDING
  Phoenix: Don Herp for Tom Callow
*ADOT: Dan Lance
  Avondale: David Fitzhugh
#Buckeye: Steve Borst for Scott Lowe
  Chandler: Patrice Kraus
*El Mirage: Lance Calvert
  Fountain Hills: Randy Harrel  
*Gila Bend: Lynn Farmer
*Gila River:  David White
  Gilbert: Tami Ryall
  Glendale: Terry Johnson
  Goodyear: Cato Esquivel
  Guadalupe: Jim Ricker

  Litchfield Park: Mike Cartsonis
  Maricopa County: John Hauskins 
  Mesa: Mike James for Scott Butler
  Paradise Valley: Robert M. Cicarelli
  Peoria: Burton Charron for David Moody
  Queen Creek: Mark Young
  RPTA:  Bryan Jungwirth 
  Scottsdale: David Meinhart for 
      Mary O’Connor
  Surprise: Randy Overmyer
  Tempe: Carlos de Leon
*Valley Metro Rail: John Farry
  Youngtown: Lloyce Robinson

EX-OFFICIO MEMBERS ATTENDING
*Regional Bicycle Task Force: Randi
Alcott,      RPTA
*Street Committee: Darryl Crossman, City    
 of Litchfield Park

*Pedestrian Working Group: Eric Iwersen,   
 City of Tempe
*ITS Committee: Alan Sanderson

* Members neither present nor represented by proxy.   + - Attended by Videoconference
    # - Attended by Audioconference

  OTHERS PRESENT
  Eric Anderson, MAG
  Ken Hall, MAG
  Bob Hazlett, MAG
  Roger Herzog, MAG 
  Roger Roy, MAG
  Steve Tate, MAG
  Kevin Wallace, MAG
  Eileen O. Yazzie, MAG

  Ed Stillings, FHWA
  Bill Vachon, FHWA
  Lynn Timmons, City of Phoenix
  Noel Griemsmann, Snellt Wilmer
  David Kinnear, United Civil Group
  Stuart Boggs, Valley Metro/RPTA
  Paul Ward, Olssen Associates
  Kwi-Sung Kang, ADOT
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1. Call to Order

Mr. Don Herp from the City of Phoenix called the meeting to order at 10:05 a.m.

2. Approval of December 6, 2007 Draft Minutes

Mr. Herp asked if there were any changes or amendments to the meeting minutes, and there
were none. Mr. David Fitzhugh from the City of Avondale moved to approve the minutes as
presented. Then, Mr. Terry Johnson from the City of Glendale seconded, and the minutes were
subsequently approved by unanimous voice vote of the Committee.

3. Call to the Audience

Mr. Herp asked if any cards requesting to speak on any item not included in the Committee’s
agenda had been submitted.  None had been received, and Mr. Herp moved on to the next item
on the agenda. 

4. Transportation Director’s Report

Mr. Eric Anderson, the MAG Transportation Director, presented the Transportation Director’s
Report.  The first item on Mr. Anderson’s report was Regional Area Road Fund (RARF)
revenues.  Mr. Anderson informed the Committee that December RARF revenues had
decreased 0.5 percent from December 2006.  He also informed the Committee that year-to-date
RARF revenues were up $50,000 from the previous year. However, the actual revenues were
3 percent lower than projected.  

The second item on the Transportation Director’s Report was the MAG Federal Funds
Acceleration Process.  Mr. Anderson announced that Management Committee Working Group
on the Acceleration Policy met on Tuesday.  He added that MAG staff would forward a revised
Acceleration Policy to the Management Committee, Transportation Policy Committee, and
Regional Council in February.  Mr. Anderson informed the Committee that a Federal Funds
workshop was held on Monday and was well attended.  He added that MAG staff received
helpful input from attendees that would be incorporated into the transportation programming
process.   

The final item on the Transportation Director’s Report was the impact of the Energy
Independence and Security Act passed by the US Congress in December 2007.  According to
Mr. Anderson, the Act contained a provision that requires Congestion Mitigation and Air
Quality (CMAQ) projects to have a minimum 80 percent federal share.  Mr. Anderson reminded
the Committee that CMAQ projects in the MAG region are funded at differing match rates in
order to leverage the limited CMAQ funding.  As an example, Mr. Anderson cited the paving
of dirt roads projects, which are funding at a 50-50 match.  

Mr. Anderson informed the Committee the MAG staff was currently researching the issue due
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to the potential problems that the provision may cause.  Toward that end, MAG staff has
contacted the National Association of Regional Councils (NARC), the Association of
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (AMPO), and the Arizona Department of Transportation
(ADOT) to discuss the issue further.  According to Mr. Anderson, unless the provision was
amended or removed from the current Act, MAG staff would be required to reprogram the
current Transportation Improvement Program (TIP).  In addition, preliminary analysis
conducted by MAG staff indicated the MAG would need $33 million dollars in additional
funding to meet the Act’s match requirements. 

Mr. Herp asked the Committee if there were any questions or comments about Mr. Anderson’s
report.  Mr. Fitzhugh asked for additional information about the MAG Acceleration Policies
and Federal Funds Process.  In particular, he expressed interest in potential changes to the
MAG Committee process.  Mr. Anderson explained the MAG staff was reviewing all aspects
of the MAG Committee process including how federal funding applications are considered at
the Modal Committee level.  He added that MAG staff is still in the review process and will
develop recommendations to present to MAG Committees for a policy discussion at a later date.
Mr. Fitzhugh also asked if the policy discussions would address the appointments of committee
Chairs and Vice-Chairs.  Mr. Anderson affirmed that chair appointments would be the type of
recommendations that would result as part of the process.  

Mr. Dave Meinhart from the City of Scottsdale asked Mr. Anderson to provide an update on
the Freeways Noise Mitigation Process, which was sent to the ADOT for additional analysis.
Mr. Anderson informed the Committee that ADOT has retained a consultant for the study.  In
addition, he reported expressing concerns to ADOT about variations in the data collection
process and emphasized the need for accurate data to be used in the modeling process.  He
added that this request had slowed the progress of the study.  Mr. Anderson reported that he
anticipated receiving the results of the study in late March or early April of 2008. 

Mr. Herp thanked Mr. Anderson for his report and asked if there were any questions.  There
were none, and this concluded the Transportation Directors’ Report. 

5. Project Changes – Amendments, and Administrative Modifications to the FY 2008-2012 MAG
Transportation Improvement Program and FY2008 - Arterial Life Cycle Program

Mr. Herp invited Ms. Eileen Yazzie from MAG to present project changes to the fiscal year
(FY) 2008 -2012 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and the FY 2008 Arterial Life
Cycle Program (ALCP).  Ms. Yazzie announced that additional handouts had been provided
for this agenda item.  She directed the Committee’s attention towards two projects included on
the handouts: (1) a Maricopa County Department of Transportation (MCDOT) project on El
Mirage Road and (2) a City of Scottsdale project on Shea Boulevard.   

Ms. Yazzie acknowledged that both projects required multiple line items in the handouts.  She
explained that the project changes were all financial in nature and assured the Committee that
the changes did not negatively impact the ALCP.  She added that the changes did not affect the
amount of project funding or the current scope work for the projects.  

 Mr. Meinhart thanked Ms.Yazzie and MAG staff for their efforts in reprogramming the Shea
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project.  He emphasized the importance of accurately programming the Shea project in lieu of
the generic programming, which was listed in the currently approved Arterial Life Cycle
Program (ALCP).  Then, Mr. Meinhart motioned to approve the amendments and
administrative modifications to the FY 2008-2012 TIP and the FY 2008 ALCP as presented by
Ms. Yazzie.  Mr. Carlos de Leon from the City of Tempe seconded the motion, and the motion
was approved by the unanimous voice vote of the committee. 

6. Status of Local Sponsored Federal Funded Projects

Mr. Herp invited Ms. Yazzie to present on the on the status of local sponsored federal funded
projects for Fiscal Year 2008.  Ms. Yazzie directed the Committee’s attention to the MAG
Federally Funded Projects Status Report handout.  She informed the Committee that the Status
Report only applied to FY 2008 projects. 

Ms. Yazzie reported that Mr. Steve Tate from MAG met with John Dickson from ADOT on
Tuesday morning to obtain the most recent data on the FY 2008 projects.  According to Ms.
Yazzie, the ADOT Local Government Section considers projects to be under active
development once project related documents, such as DCR and/or clearances, have been
submitted to ADOT.  She acknowledged that the active status refers to a project and did not
recognize the work that member agencies conducted due prior to ADOT milestones.  

Ms. Yazzie announced that this information was available on the MAG Fed TIP Website at
http:www.fedtip.mag.maricopa.gov.  She also announced that in approximately 5 weeks MAG
staff would begin the Federal Funds Closeout Process with deferral notifications. 

Ms. Yazzie reported that there were 73 federally funded projects programmed to receive $66.9
million in FY08.  The status of the 73 projects was as follows:  6 authorized projects, 34 active
projects; 2 active projects pending authorization; and 33 inactive projects.  The six authorized
projects are programmed for $4,633,843 in federal funds.  The six projects include three paving
dirt roads/alley projects, two bicycle projects, and one Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)
projects.  

The 34 active projects are programmed to receive $46,761,458 in federal funds.  Of those 34
projects, two projects programmed to receive $2.4 million are pending authorization; 16
projects programmed to receive $13.8 million have submitted a DCR and received
environmental clearances; five projects programmed to receive $4.2 million have an  approved
DCR; and, 11 projects programmed to receive have not submitted a DCR and received
environmental clearances.  Ms. Yazzie informed the Committee that the funds associated with
the comprise over 50 percent of the active funds.   

The 33 inactive projects are programmed to receive $15,528,900 in federal funds. The 33
inactive projects include 18 paving dirt roads/alley/shoulder projects, seven ITS projects, three
bicycle projects, three street projects, and two pedestrian projects.  Ms. Yazzie informed the
Committee that the three street projects have been programmed in the MAG TIP for a
significant period of time.  Furthermore, these three inactive projects were programmed in the
TIP prior to the development of the MAG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). 
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Ms. Yazzie reported that 44 projects programmed to receive $41.8 million are in jeopardy of
not obligating in fiscal year (FY) 2008.  The projects comprise 62 percent of the funds
programmed to obligate in FY08.  She informed the Committee that only 42% of federally
funded projects were obligated in FY07.  

Mr. Anderson expressed concerns to the Committee about the number of projects and funds that
are being carried over each year.  He attributed the addition of Proposition 400 projects as
contributing factor to the delay of the projects acknowledging the increased workload of local
governments and ADOT.  Mr. Anderson stated that is MAG’s goal to fully obligate all projects
each FY; however, MAG understands that some deferrals will occur but should do so on a case
by case basis.  He stressed the importance of resolving this issue to the Committee.  Discussion
followed. 

Ms. Yazzie continued her presentation and informed the Committee about provisions of the
Energy Independence and Security Act passed by the US Congress in December 2007.  The Act
provides federal guidance on the programming of Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
(CMAQ) funded projects.  The current CMAQ Federal Guidance provides for higher local
matches, which can be used to leverage CMAQ funding and extend the program to a greater
pool of projects.  The provisions of the Act amends this guidance for CMAQ funded projects
programmed for FY08 and FY09 and establishes a minimum federal funding of 80 percent for
these projects.  

Ms. Yazzie reported that the 80 percent funding provision greatly impacted projects in the
MAG region.  She explained that paving dirt roads projects programmed last summer are at a
50-50 match, and arterial projects programmed in the RTP are programmed for a 70-30 match.
Mr. Anderson cautioned the Committee about the potential consequences of the Act to the
MAG Transportation Improvement Program.  He explained to the Committee that as project
costs increase the amount of CMAQ funding for a project would be required to increase to meet
the 80 percent federal funding requirement.  He reiterated that preliminary analysis indicates
that MAG needs an additional $33 million in CMAQ funding to meet the requirement for
projects programmed in FY08 and FY09.  

Mr. Anderson informed the Committee that the provision would require MAG to reprogram the
entire TIP for CMAQ projects unless there is a congressional action to remove the provision.
If the reprogramming were to occur, then projects currently programmed for FY08 and FY09
may be removed or deferred in the revised TIP.  Mr. Anderson also informed the Committee
that measures listed in the MAG 2007 Five Percent Plan for PM-10 for the Maricopa County
Nonattainment Area would be given first priority during the reprogramming process.
Discussion followed.  Mr. Anderson stated that MAG staff would prepare a briefing paper on
the Act’s provision and provide any updates to MAG member agencies as needed.  

Mr. Herp thanked Ms. Yazzie for her presentation, and asked the Committee if there were any
questions or comments on the agenda item.  There were none, and this concluded Ms. Yazzie’s
report. 
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7. The Interstate 10 - Hassayampa Valley Transportation Framework Study 

Mr. Herp invited Mr. Bob Hazlett from MAG to present on the Interstate 10-Hassayampa
Valley Transportation Framework Study .  Mr. Herp informed the Committee that a request to
speak on the agenda item had been received from the audience.  He announced that the speaker
would be heard after introductory remarks were provide by Mr. Hazlett.

Mr. Hazlett provided the Committee with a brief history of the Interstate 10-Hassayampa
Valley Transportation Framework Study agenda item.  He explained that the suggested
recommendations for the agenda item were developed in conjunction with staff from member
agencies.  Mr. Hazlett thanked the following individuals for their assistance in refining the
recommended actions: Mr. Dave Moody from the City of Peoria, Mr. Tom Callow from the
City of Phoenix, Mr. Oliver from Maricopa County, Mr. Cato Esquivel from the Town of
Goodyear, Mr. Randy Overmyer from the City of Surprise, and Mr. Terry Johnson from the
City of Glendale. 

Mr. Hazlett explained that the action before the Committee included recommending the
following actions related to the framework study:

1. Accept the findings of the Interstate 10-Hassayampa Valley Transportation Framework Study
as the surface and public transportation framework for the Hassayampa Valley; 

2. Adopt the traffic interchange locations for the Interstate-10/Papago Freeway from
SR-303L/Estrella Freeway to 459th Avenue; 

3. Adopt a two-mile traffic interchange spacing policy for new freeway facilities within the
Hassayampa Valley with appropriate planning for non-access crossings of the freeway
facilities to facilitate local traffic movements; 

4. Adopt a new functional classification as a parkway, recognizing the Arizona Parkway as a
type of parkway with unique operating characteristics for congestion and air quality planning
purposes;

5. Accept the findings and implementation strategies as described in the study for inclusion as
illustrative corridors in the Regional Transportation Plan; and,

6. Recommend the affected jurisdictions within the Hassayampa Valley study area incorporate
the study's recommendations into future updates of their general plans.

After hearing Mr. Hazlett’s opening comments, Mr. Herp invited Mr. Noel Griemsmann from
Snell and Wilmer Law Firm to speak on the agenda item.  Mr. Griesmann then proceed to read
a statement for the record (see attachment) for Mr. Richard Mallery from Toyota Engineering
and Manufacturing.  Mr Griemsmann stated that he did not object to the framework study
overall and that his firm would be working with MAG staff to address the particular of the
alignment on the map.  

Mr. Anderson responded to Mr. Griesmann’s comments and assured him that MAG would
attempt to accommodate his request in regards to the suggested general corridors in the
framework study.  Discussion followed.  Mr. Meinhart suggested that Mr. Hazlett revise action
item three to refer to “transportation movements” instead of “traffic movements.”
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Mr. Herp asked the Committee if there were any additional questions or comments on the
agenda and action items.  There were none.  Mr. Randy Overmyer from the City of Surprise
motioned to approve the six recommendation actions for the agenda item with the condition that
action item three was revised to read transportation movements.  Mr. Meinhart from the City
of Scottsdale seconded, and the motion was approved by a unanimous voice vote of the
Committee. 

8. MAG Regional Traffic Volume Study 

Mr. Herp invited Mr. Roger Roy from MAG to present on the MAG Regional Traffic Volume
Study.  Mr. Roy informed the Committee that the data collected during the study would serve
multiple purposes, such as use in the MAG traffic models, in the development of a draft map
of the regional traffic volumes, and for dissemination to the public through the MAG website.

Mr. Roy informed the Committee that data was collected from 775 locations throughout the
MAG Region.  The data collected includes 200 locations where counts were made by vehicle
classifications.  Traffic counts were performed mid-block for every other mile of the arterial
grid system.  According to Mr. Roy, the goal of the study was to have counts available for every
other mile of the arterial system in the modeling area.  To prevent double counting, local
jurisdictions were contacted to determine areas where other traffic counts were being
conducted.  In areas under construction, the traffic counts were performed after construction
was completed, where possible.

The traffic counts were performed between September 2006 and April 2006 for periods of 48
hours.  During that time, data was recorded in 15 minute intervals.  Data collection occurred
on Tuesday through Thursdays and did not include weeks of major holidays.  The counts were
generally performed one section of the valley at a time.  The United Civil Group gathered the
traffic data using TimeMark traffic counters.

Mr. Roy reported overall trends indicated by the data collected.  The trends included a
maximum AM traffic count peak between 7:45-8:00 am; a maximum PM traffic count peak
between 5:15-5:30 pm; and minimum traffic counts between 3:00-3:15 am.  Mr. Roy explained
that for quality assurance purposes the results of the current study were compared with the
results of the study conducted in 2002.  The results of the comparison indicated a slight increase
in traffic volume from 2002 to 2008. 

Mr. Roy also reported on the total daily volumes at the various locations throughout the MAG
region.  He noted that the most common daily volumes (combined in both directions) recorded
were approximately 30,000 vehicles per day (vpd), with almost 10 percent of the recorded
arterials having volumes between 28,000 and 32,000 vpd.  The busiest recorded arterials had
over 60,000 vehicles per day.  He then directed the Committee’s attention to a table of the ten
busiest locations.  According to Mr. Roy, the ten busiest locations in 2007 included:
• Indian School Rd. between 24  Ave. and I-17 (60,411 vpd)th

• Indian School Rd. between 27  Ave. and I-17 (59,436 vpd)th

• Bell Rd.between RH Johnson Blvd. and El Mirage Rd. (57,488 vpd)
• Baseline Rd. between 1-10 and Priest Dr. (57,278 vpd)
• Indian School Rd. between 35  Ave. and 27  Ave. (56,717 vpd)th th
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• Baseline Rd. between 24  St. and 32  St. (55,751 vpd)th nd

• 7  Street between 1-10 and McDowell Rd. (54,076 vpd)th

• Shea Blvd. between Scottsdale Rd. and Hayden Rd. (54,028 vpd)
• Scottsdale Rd. between Cactus Rd. and Thunderbird Rd. (52,322 vpd)
• Chandler Blvd. between 40  St. and 48  St. (50,371 vpd)th th

Mr. Roy informed the Committee that location specific data was available in spreadsheet format
that summarized the daily volumes each location by direction and listed the dates that the
counts were performed.  He also announced that an Access database developed by the United
Civil Group was available for download from the MAG website.  Mr. Roy cautioned that the
size of the database exceeded 50 MB and would require a significant amount of time to
download. 

Mr. Roy informed the Committee that a final report discussing the study was available.  He
directed the Committee to the MAG website to download an electronic version of the final
report or to download the Access database, summary table, or 2007 Traffic Volume Map.  After
his presentation, Mr. Roy inquired if the Committee had any questions or comments.  Mr.
Fitzhugh from the City of Avondale requested that references to 115  Avenue on the 2007th

Traffic Volume Map be replaced  with Avondale Boulevard for segment locations within the
city limits of Avondale.  Mr. Roy agreed to make the changes to the 2007 Traffic Volume Map
per Mr. Fitzhugh’s request.

Mr. Herp thanked Mr. Roy for his presentation and asked the Committee if there were any
additional questions or comments.  There were none and this concluded Mr. Roy’s report. 

9. Member Agency Update

Mr. Herp asked members of the Committee whether they would like to provide updates; address
any issues or areas of concern regarding transportation at the regional level; and asked whether
any members in attendance would like to address recent information that was relevant to
transportation within their communities.  There were none, and this concluded the Member
Agency Update.

10. Next Meeting Date

Mr. Herp informed members in attendance that the next meeting of the Committee would be
held on February 28, 2008. There being no further business, Mr. Herp adjourned the meeting
at 11:15 p.m.


	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8

